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edge it gives is unmistakable, he is putting himself in a
position to< reject the divine regulations of the law, by re-
jecting its methods.

His eighteenth heresy comes under the head of threats.
He claims that the man who takes by force, or steals one hun-
dred and ninety-nine dirhams only, did not commit a crime.
In fact, he is not to blame, until what he has taken by force
or stolen, and about which he has acted treacherously,
amounts to two hundred dirhams and over. If he has based
this view on the amount of a theft for which the penalty is
the amputation of the hand, he is wrong, for there is no one
who would limit that punishment to two hundred dirhams.
On the contrary, such a punishment is considered by most
people to be necessary for the theft of even a quarter of a
dinar, or its value. With this view al-Shafi'i and his follow-
ers agree. Malik said it should be inflicted for a quarter of
a dinar or three dirhams. Abu-Hanifah said amputation
should be inflicted for ten dirhams and more, while others
said it should be inflicted for forty dirhams, or their value.
130 The Ibadi}rah considered amputation necessary for small as
well as big thefts, no one limiting the punishment to two
hundred dirhams. If the fact of guilt, deserving of ampu-
tation, is authenticated by the thief himself, even the rob-
bery of thousands of dinars will not be a transgression, be-
cause amputation is not inflicted on one who takes by force,
and then confesses. It follows, moreover, that he who
steals the thousands that are not guarded or that belong to
his own son, is not guilty, because no- decision is to- be
found about these two cases [the case of one who confesses,
and one who steals unguarded thousands]. If, however,
al-Nazzam has based his limitation of the punishment to
two hundred on the fact that the two hundred is the amount
given for alms, he must then condemn the man who steals
forty sheep, the number necessary for the offering to be
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